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place to the imagination, and spoke of it as the common root
from which sensibility and understanding spring.1 And clearly
this is more satisfactory; for it indicates 'sensibility' as a form
of activity without which we could not be aware of spatial and
temporal order; and the understanding as conditional upon the
imagination for its operation. Before stating, in this way, the
fundamental character of the imagination, he seems to have
thought of the imagination as only an aspect of intelligence. The
imagination, he seems at one time to have held, is merely the
understanding at work, is the understanding as, according to
its concepts, it is creative of a world. But this was hardly
possible, as we have already suggested. For if such a view be
true, objects are only grasped and created through concepts
which include within their scope a host of other individual
objects; in which case the synthesis which is effected is of a
logical kind, a classification of objects merely. And while this
logical classification is certainly the supreme mark of what we
call the discursive intelligence, it does not, in itself, account
for the apprehension of the individual object itself which is
classed by the intelligence within the concept. For the individual
object, though in our human consciousness it is always classified,
is not merely an occasion for the discursive intelligence, but
is known as a unique individual. Now if Kant's view be true,
the individual is known not as an individual but as an exempli-
fication of certain concepts and principles from the beginning
of experience. Yet if the individual is to be recognized as an
exemplification it follows that there must be a sense in which
the individual is known as an individual prior to the reflective
analysis which operates upon it. If indeed the imagination
is to be thought of as intellectual in its make-up, we are cast
upon the horns of a dilemma; either the object is something
merely thought, in which case the particularity of perception
fells away, or it is known as an individual, in which case it is
a synthesis which does not primarily consist in being conceived.
\ Critique (tr. Kemp Smith), p. 146. See also Commentary oe Kant's
Cntigue (Kemp Smith), p. 225.